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DETAILED ACTION 



1. Claims 1-11, 14-17, and 19-30 are pending in this office action, claims 12, 13, 
and 18 are canceled. 



2. Applicant's arguments, filed April 4, 2007, have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

Claim Rejections 

3. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. Claims 1-6. 11. 14-17. and 19-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Van Oosterhout (U.S. Patent Pub. No. 2004/0179220). 

Regarding claims 1. 14. 19. and 22 . Van Oosterhout teaches a 
method/computer-usable media/digital transmitter of operating a digital transmitter, the 
method comprising: 

• A scanner adapted to convert printed material into digital data (paragraph 0016, 
the document is scanned); and 
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• A controller connected to the scanner for receiving the digital data, the controller 
adapted to transmit the digital data to one or more destination addresses 
selected by a user of the digital transmitter (paragraph 0016, the document is 
transmitted over a network), the controller further adapted to cause the digital 
transmitter to perform: 

o Detecting a security code from the digital data (paragraph 0017, reading 
the markings); 

o Sending the digital data to all of the one or more destination 

addresses selected by the user without requiring the user to input a 
security authorization when the security code is low (paragraph 0041 
and fig. 6, ref. num 48); 

o Determining whether the user has proper security authorization only 
when the security code is not low (fig. 4); 

o Sending data corresponding to printed material into the digital transmitter 
to one or more destination addresses selected by the user when the user 
has proper security authorization and when the security code is not low 
(paragraph 0045, the user-requested communication is enabled and 
performed); and 

o Implementing security measures when the user does not have proper 
security authorization and when the security code is not low (paragraph 
0045, the restricted region is not transmitted). 
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Regarding claims 2, 15, and 21 Van Oosterhout teaches wherein detecting the 
security code comprises detecting one of an indicator, a keyword, a key phrase, or a 
key graphical image from the printer material (paragraph 0034). 

Regarding claim 3 . Van Oosterhout teaches wherein detecting an indicator from 
the printed material comprises detecting a barcode or a watermark from the printed 
material (paragraph 0025). 

Regarding claim 4 . Van Oosterhout teaches wherein detecting the security code 
comprises matching one of the one or more destination addresses with a preselected 
destination address (paragraph 0045, the user-requested communication is enabled 
and performed). 

Regarding claim 5 . Van Oosterhout teaches wherein implementing security 
measures comprises deleting the data corresponding to the printed material (paragraph 
0045, the portions that are not authorized are not sent, and are therefore deleted from 
the transmitted document). 

Regarding claims 6 and 16 , Van Oosterhout teaches wherein implementing 
security measures comprises sending the data corresponding to the printed material 
only to destination addresses of the one or more destination addresses that are 
approved for the user's security authorization (paragraph 0036). 



Application/Control Number: 10/624,422 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2136 

Regarding claims 11 and 17 , Van Oosterhout teaches wherein determining 
whether the user of the digital transmitter has proper security authorization comprises 
comparing the security code to a security authorization of the user of the digital 
transmitter (fig. 4). 

Regarding claim 20 , Van Oosterhout teaches further comprising a security 
monitor (fig. 5, ref. num 32). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. Claims 7-10 and 23-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Van Oosterhout (U.S. Patent Pub. No. 2004/0179220) in view of 
Nolan (U.S. Patent Pub. No. 2003/0229492). 

Regarding claim 7 , Van Oosterhout teaches all the limitations of claim 1, above. 
However, Van Oosterhout does not teach wherein implementing security measures 
comprises sending a security message to a security monitor. 

Nolan teaches wherein implementing security measures comprises sending a 
security message to a security monitor (paragraph 0044). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made, to combine sending a security message to a security monitor, as 
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taught by Nolan , with the method of Van Oosterhout . It would have been obvious for 
such modifications because the proper authorities can be informed of a unauthorized 
access attempt. 

Regarding claim 8 , Van Oosterhout as modified by Nolan teaches wherein 
sending a security message to a security monitor comprises sending an audible 
message to a voicemail box (see paragraph 0044 of Nolan). 

Regarding claim 9 , Van Oosterhout teaches all the limitations of claim 1, above. 
However, Van Oosterhout does not teach wherein implementing security measures 
comprises notifying the user of an unauthorized sending attempt. 

Nolan teaches wherein implementing security measures comprises notifying the 
user of an unauthorized sending attempt (paragraph 0073). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made, to combine notifying the user of an unauthorized sending attempt, 
as taught by Nolan , with the method of Van Oosterhout . It would have been obvious for 
such modifications because the proper authorities can be informed of a unauthorized 
access attempt. 
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Regarding claim 10 , Van Oosterhout as modified by Nolan teaches wherein 
notifying the user of an unauthorized sending attempt comprises displaying a message 
indicative of the unauthorized sending attempt on a display of the digital transmitter or 
sending an email to the user indicative of the unauthorized sending attempt (see 
paragraph 0073 of Nolan). 

Regarding claims 23 and 29 . Van Oosterhout teaches a method of operating a 
digital transmitter, the method comprising: 

• Detecting a security code from printed material scanned into the digital 
transmitter (paragraph 0017, reading the markings); 

• When the security code corresponds to a low security level, 

o Sending data corresponding to printed material scanned into the digital 
transmitter to all of one or more destination addresses selected by the 
user of the digital transmitter without requiring the user to input a 
security authorization (paragraph 0041 and fig. 6, ref. num 48); and 

• When the security code does not correspond to a low security level, 

o Requiring the user to input the security authorization (paragraph 
0045, the user-requested communication is enabled and performed); 

o Comparing the security level to the security authorization to determine 
whether the user has proper security authorization (fig. 4); 

o Sending the data corresponding to the printed material to all of the one or 
more destination addresses selected by the user when the user has the 
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proper security authorization (paragraph 0045, the user-requested 
communication is enabled and performed); and 
o Implementing security measures when the user does not have proper 
security authorization (paragraph 0045, the restricted region is not 
transmitted). 

Van Oosterhout does not teach issuing a security message. 



Nolan teaches issuing a security message without requiring a user of the 
digital transmitter to input a security authorization (paragraph 0044). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made, to combine issuing a security message, as taught by Nolan , with 
the method of Van Oosterhout . It would have been obvious for such modifications 
because the proper authorities can be informed of a unauthorized access attempt. 

Regarding claims 24 and 30 , Van Oosterhout as modified by Nolan teaches 
wherein detecting the security code comprises detecting one of an indicator, a keyword, 
a key phrase, or a key graphical image from the printer material (see paragraph 0034 of 
Van Oosterhout). 
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Regarding claim 25 , Van Oosterhout as modified by Nolan teaches wherein 
determining the level of the security code comprises matching the security code to a 
predetermined security code that corresponds to a preselected security level (see 
paragraph 0032 of Van Oosterhout). 

Regarding claim 26 , Van Oosterhout as modified by Nolan teaches wherein 
issuing the security message comprises sending the security message to at least one of 
the user and a security monitor (see paragraph 0073 of Nolan). 

Regarding claim 27 , Van Oosterhout as modified by Nolan teaches wherein 
issuing the security message comprises displaying the security message at the digital 
transmitter (see paragraph 0073 of Nolan). 

Regarding claim 28 , Van Oosterhout as modified by Nolan teaches further 
comprising prompting the user to input a security authorization when the security level 
of the security code is not low (see paragraph 0039 of Van Oosterhout). 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments are moot in view of the new ground of rejection. 



Conclusion 
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7. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Brandon S. Hoffman whose telephone number is 571- 

272- 3863. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30 - 5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nasser G. Moazzami can be reached on 571-272-4195. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 

273- 8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Brandon Hoffman/ 
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